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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of the Claims 

1 . Claims 1-31 are currently pending in this application. 

Election/Restrictions 

2. Applicant's election without traverse of claims 1-19 and 24-31 in the reply filed on 
June 30, 2008 is acknowledged. 

3. Claims 20-23 withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .142(b) 
as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or linking 
claim. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 3 is objected to because of the following informalities: the claim contains 
an extra period in line 1 . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 2-13 and 24-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

7. Claims 2, 6-8, 10-12, 24, 27, and 30 each recite "a user controller" however at 
each recitation a user controller already has proper antecedent basis in the claims. The 
second user controller is not distinguished from the first. Accordingly, it is unclear if this 
is the same user controller or different one. Dependent claims inherit the above 
deficiency through their dependency and, as such, are rejected for the same reasons. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl<ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1-9, 11-13, and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Beckstrom, et al., U.S. Pat. No. 6,477,512 (Reference A of the 
attached PTO-892) in view of Yang, et al., U.S. Pat. Pub. No. 2004/0043650 (Reference 
B of the attached PTO-892). 

10. As per claim 1 , Beckstrom teaches a mailing machine comprising: a base unit 
(Fig. 2; col. 3, line 29); a cover secured to the base unit (Fig. 2); and a docking station 
associated with the cover (Fig. 2; col. 3, line 46), the docking station adapted to secure 
a user controller and couple the user controller to the mailing machine (col. 3, lines 46- 
50). Beckstrom does not explicitly teach the docking station being repositionable with 
respect to the cover such that a user controller secured to the docking station can be 
positioned in a plurality of different positions with respect to the mailing machine; which 
is taught by Yang 0005). It would have been prima facie obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the ability to reposition the 
user controller in order to provide a versatility of viewing options (as taught by Yang; H 
0005). Moreover, this is merely a combination of old elements. In the combination no 
element serves a function other than it already did independently, and one skilled in the 
art would have recognized that the combination could be implemented through routine 
engineering producing predictable results. Examiner notes that while Yang teaches a 
portable computer rather than a user controller, and does not teach a mailing machine, 
these are taught in the primary reference. Yang is relied upon to demonstrate that 
repositionable docking stations are old and well known, and that it would have been 
obvious to incorporate this feature into the mailing machine taught by Beckstrom to 
arrive at the claimed invention. This reasoning also applies to all subsequent claims. 
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11. As per claim 2, Becl<strom in view of Yang teaclnes tlie macliine of claim 1 as 
described above. Beckstrom further teaches a well formed in the cover (Fig. 2); and a 
rotating portion disposed in the well, the docking station being secured to the rotating 
portion (Fig. 4). Yang further teaches the rotating portion being rotatable within the well 
to reposition the docking station with respect to the cover such that a user controller 
secured to the docking station can be positioned to face in a plurality of different 
directions with respect to the mailing machine (H 0005). It would have been prima facie 
obvious to incorporate this feature for the reasons set forth above with respect to claim 
1. 

12. As per claim 3, Beckstrom in view of Yang teaches the machine of claim 2 as 
described above. Beckstrom further teaches the well is integrally molded with the cover 
(Fig. 2). 

1 3. As per claim 4, Beckstrom in view of Yang teaches the machine of claim 2 as 
described above. Beckstrom further teaches the well includes at least one stop device 
to restrict rotation of the rotating portion (col. 5, lines 26-28). 

14. As per claim 5, Beckstrom in view of Yang teaches the machine of claim 4 as 
described above. Beckstrom further teaches the rotating portion includes a plurality of 
tabs that extend from the user controller (Fig. 4), the tabs contacting a surface of the 
user controller (Fig. 4), the user controller being supported in the well by the tabs (Fig. 
4), at least one tab contacting the at least one stop device in the well to restrict rotation 
of the rotating portion (col. 5, lines 26-28). While Beckstrom teaches that the tabs are 
on the bottom of the user controller rather than the top of the well, it would have been 
prima facie obvious to move the tabs because this is merely a rearrangement of parts 
already disclosed in the reference. The tabs would serve the same function (restricting 
movement) whether on the controller or the well. One skilled in the art would have 
recognized that this modification could be done by routine engineering producing 
predictable results. 

1 5. As per claim 6, Beckstrom in view of Yang teaches the machine of claim 2 as 
described above. Beckstrom further teaches the docking station further comprises: a 
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first connector to mate witli corresponding connector of a user controller (Fig. 5), the 
connector to mate witli a cable from the mailing machine (Fig. 5). While Beckstrom 
does not explicitly teach a second connector coupled to the first connector, it does teach 
that the single connector is to mate with both the user controller and mailing machine. It 
would have been prima facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to split the controller into two because it is merely a duplication of parts 
without adding any new functionality. The addition could be made by routine 
engineering producing predictable results. 

1 6. As per claim 7, Beckstrom in view of Yang teaches the machine of claim 6 as 
described above. Beckstrom further teaches at least one cam for guiding a user 
controller during insertion of a user controller into the docking station (Fig. 4). 

1 7. As per claim 8, Beckstrom in view of Yang teaches the machine of claim 7 as 
described above. Beckstrom further teaches the at least one cam includes an inclined 
guiding portion (Fig. 4), the inclined portion contacting a portion of a user controller to 
force the user controller downward as it is being inserted into the docking station (col. 5, 
lines 50-52). 

18. As per claim 9, Beckstrom in view of Yang teaches the machine of claim 7 as 
described above. Beckstrom further teaches the at least one cam is integrally molded 
with the rotating portion (Fig. 4). 

1 9. As per claim 1 1 , Beckstrom in view of Yang teaches the machine of claim 6 as 
described above. Beckstrom further teaches a locking tab passing through an opening 
in the rotating portion (Fig. 4), the locking tab projecting into a corresponding opening in 
a user controller when a user controller is inserted into the docking station to secure the 
user controller (col. 5, lines 48-49). 

20. As per claim 12, Beckstrom in view of Yang teaches the machine of claim 1 1 as 
described above. Beckstrom further teaches a release mechanism coupled to the 
locking tab (Fig. 4), the release mechanism when activated causing the locking tab to 
descend through the opening in the rotating portion thereby releasing a user controller 
secured to the docking station (col. 5, lines 42-45). 
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21 . As per claim 1 3, Becl<strom in view of Yang teaclnes tlie macliine of claim 2 as 
described above. Yang further teaches the docking station is rotatable in a first plane 
and pivotable in a second plane (Abstract). It would have been prima facie obvious to 
incorporate this feature for the reasons set forth above with respect to claim 1 . 

22. As per claim 24, Beckstrom teaches a mailing machine comprising: a cover (Fig. 
2); a well formed in the cover (Fig. 2); a rotating portion disposed in the well (Fig. 4), the 
rotating portion including a docking station for mounting a user controller (Fig. 4), the 
docking station including a connector to mate with a corresponding connector on the 
user controller (Fig. 5), the rotating portion further including a pair of cams to guide a 
user controller being inserted into the docking station by pushing down on the user 
controller to align the connector on the docking station with the corresponding connector 
on the user controller (Fig. 4; col. 5, lines 50-52). Beckstrom does not explicitly teach a 
user controller inserted into the docking station can be positioned to face in a plurality of 
different directions with respect to the mailing machine; which is taught by Yang 
0005). It would have been prima facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to incorporate the ability to reposition the user controller in order to 
provide a versatility of viewing options (as taught by Yang; 1| 0005). Moreover, this is 
merely a combination of old elements. In the combination no element serves a function 
other than it already did independently, and one skilled in the art would have recognized 
that the combination could be implemented through routine engineering producing 
predictable results. Examiner notes that while Yang teaches a portable computer rather 
than a user controller, and does not teach a mailing machine, these are taught in the 
primary reference. Yang is relied upon to demonstrate that repositionable docking 
stations are old and well known, and that it would have been obvious to incorporate this 
feature into the mailing machine taught by Beckstrom to arrive at the claimed invention. 
This reasoning also applies to all subsequent claims. 

23. As per claim 25, Beckstrom in view of Yang teaches the machine of claim 24 as 
described above. Beckstrom further teaches the well includes at least one stop device 
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(col. 5, lines 26-28), and the user controller includes a plurality of tabs that extend from 
the user controller (Fig. 4), the tabs contacting a surface of the user controller (Fig. 4), 
the user controller being supported in the well by the tabs (Fig. 4), at least one tab 
contacting the at least one stop device in the well to restrict rotation of the user 
controller (col. 5, lines 26-28). While Becl<strom teaches that the tabs are on the bottom 
of the user controller rather than the top of the rotating portion, it would have been prima 
facie obvious to move the tabs because this is merely a rearrangement of parts already 
disclosed in the reference. The tabs would serve the same function (restricting 
movement) whether on the controller or the rotating portion. One sl<illed in the art would 
have recognized that this modification could be done by routine engineering producing 
predictable results. 

24. As per claim 26, Becl<strom in view of Yang teaches the machine of claim 24 as 
described above. Beckstrom further teaches a locking tab passing through an opening 
in the rotating portion (Fig. 4), the locking tab projecting into a corresponding opening in 
the user controller when the user controller is inserted into the docking station to secure 
the user controller (col. 5, lines 48-49). 

25. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Beckstrom, et al. in view of Yang, et al. as applied to claim 7 above, further in view of 
Flamm, et al, U.S. Pat. No. 5,11 1 ,362 (Reference C of the attached PTO-892). 

26. As per claim 1 0, Beckstrom in view of Yang teaches the machine of claim 7 as 
described above. Beckstrom in view of Yang does not teach a tongue portion having a 
lip, the tongue portion mating with a corresponding groove in a user controller, the lip 
mating with a corresponding channel in the groove; which is taught by Flamm (col. 3, 
lines 38-50). It would have been prima facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to incorporate the above elements into the rotating portion 
because this is a well known method of fastening (as taught by Flamm, col. 3, lines 50- 
54). The addition of these fastening elements to the rotating portion could have been 
implemented through routine engineering producing predictable results. 
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27. Claims 14 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Beckstrom, et al. in view of Yang, et al. as applied to claim 1 above, further in view 
of Liao, et al., U.S. Pat. No. 6,188,572 (Reference D of the attached PTO-892). 

28. As per claim 14, Beckstrom in view of Yang teaches the machine of claim 1 as 
described above. Beckstrom in view of Yang does not teach that the cover includes a 
slot that extends along a portion of the cover, and the docking station is slidably 
mounted within the slot such that the docking station can be moved along the slot to a 
plurality of different positions with respect to the mailing machine; which is taught by 
Liao (Abstract; Fig. 6). It would have been prima facie obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the above teachings of Liao in order 
to accommodate different variations in electrical connector locations (as taught by Liao, 
col. 2, lines 37-39). Moreover, this is merely a combination of old elements where each 
element would serve no new function than it already did independently. One skilled in 
the art would have recognized that this combination could be implemented through 
routine engineering producing predictable results. Examiner notes that while Liao does 
not teach a mailing machine, this is taught in the primary reference. Liao is relied upon 
to demonstrate that slidable docking stations are old and well known, and that it would 
have been obvious to incorporate this feature into the mailing machine taught by 
Beckstrom to arrive at the claimed invention. This reasoning also applies to all 
subsequent claims. 

29. As per claim 1 7, Beckstrom in view of Yang and Liao teaches the machine of 
claim 14 as described above. Beckstrom further teaches an interface board, the 
docking station being secured to the interface board (Fig. 5; col. 5, lines 12-14). Liao 
further teaches a bracket securing the interface board within the slot (Fig. 9). It would 
have been prima facie obvious to incorporate this feature for the reasons set forth 
above with respect to claim 14. 

30. As per claim 18, Beckstrom in view of Yang and Liao teaches the machine of 
claim 17 as described above. Liao further teaches a channel secured beneath the 
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cover (Fig. 4A), tlie cliannel adapted to receive tine bracl<et (Fig. 4A), tlie bracl<et sliding 
along the channel to move the docking station along the slot (col. 3, lines 59-63). It 
would have been prima facie obvious to incorporate this feature for the reasons set forth 
above with respect to claim 14. 

31 . As per claim 1 9, Beckstrom in view of Yang and Liao teaches the machine of 
claim 17 as described above. Liao further teaches the interface board is secured to the 
bracket such that the interface board can be moved along the slot (col. 3, lines 55-63). 
It would have been prima facie obvious to incorporate this feature for the reasons set 
forth above with respect to claim 14. Yang further teaches rotatable securitization such 
that the interface board can be rotated (H 0005). It would have been prima facie 
obvious to incorporate this feature for the reasons set forth above with respect to claim 
1. 

32. Claims 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Beckstrom, et al. in view of Liao, et al. 

33. As per claim 27, Beckstrom teaches a mailing machine comprising: a cover (Fig. 
2); and an interface board (Fig. 5), the interface board including a docking station for 
mounting a user controller (Fig. 2; col. 3, lines 46-50). Beckstrom does not teach a slot 
in the cover extending along a portion of the cover; and that the interface board is 
adapted to slide within in the slot; and wherein a user controller inserted into the 
docking station can be moved by sliding the interface board within the slot to position 
the user controller in a plurality of different positions with respect to the mailing 
machine; which are taught by Liao (Abstract; Fig. 6). It would have been prima facie 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the 
above teachings of Liao in order to accommodate different variations in electrical 
connector locations (as taught by Liao, col. 2, lines 37-39). Moreover, this is merely a 
combination of old elements where each element would serve no new function than it 
already did independently. One skilled in the art would have recognized that this 
combination could be implemented through routine engineering producing predictable 
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results. Examiner notes tliat wfnile Liao does not teacln a mailing machine, this is taught 
in the primary reference. Liao is relied upon to demonstrate that slidable docking 
stations are old and well known, and that it would have been obvious to incorporate this 
feature into the mailing machine taught by Beckstrom to arrive at the claimed invention. 
This reasoning also applies to all subsequent claims. 

34. As per claim 28, Beckstrom in view of Liao teaches the machine of claim 27 as 
described above. Beckstrom further teaches the docking station includes a connector 
to mate with a corresponding connector on the user controller (Fig. 5), and the interface 
board includes a pair of cams to guide a user controller being inserted into the docking 
station by pushing down on the user controller to align the connector on the docking 
station with the corresponding connector on the user controller (Fig. 4; col. 5, lines 50- 
52). 

35. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Beckstrom, et al. in view of Liao, et al. as applied to claim 27 above, further in view of 
Yang, et al. 

36. As per claim 31 , Beckstrom in view of Liao teaches the machine of claim 27 as 
described above. Liao further teaches the interface board can be slid within the slot 
(Abstract; Fig. 6). It would have been prima facie obvious to incorporate this feature for 
the reasons set forth above with respect to claim 27. Beckstrom in view of Liao does 
not teach the board can be rotated; which is taught by Yang 0005). It would have 
been prima facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
incorporate the ability to rotate in order to provide a versatility of viewing options (as 
taught by Yang; 1| 0005). Moreover, this is merely a combination of old elements. In the 
combination no element serves a function other than it already did independently, and 
one skilled in the art would have recognized that the combination could be implemented 
through routine engineering producing predictable results. 
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37. Claims 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Beckstrom, et al. in view of Yang, et al. and Liao, et al. as applied to claim 14 
above, further in view of Cheng, U.S. Pat. No. 5,941,618 (Reference E of the attached 
PTO-892). 

38. As per claim 1 5, Becl<strom in view of Yang and Liao teaches the machine of 
claim 14 as described above. Beckstrom in view of Yang and Liao does not teach the 
slot includes at least one curved portion; which is taught by Cheng (col. 9, lines 21-23). 
It would have been prima facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention to incorporate a curved slot because this is merely a combination of old 
elements. In the combination no element serves a function other than it already did 
independently, and one skilled in the art would have recognized that the combination 
could be implemented through routine engineering producing predictable results. 

39. As per claim 16, Beckstrom in view of Yang, Liao, and Cheng teaches the 
machine of claim 15 as described above. Beckstrom further teaches a first end of the 
cover located near an input end of the mailing machine to a second end of the cover 
located near an output end of the mailing machine (Fig. 1 ). Cheng further teaches the 
slot extends substantially from end to end (Fig. 7), and the at least one curved portion 
includes a curved portion near each end of the slot (col. 9, lines 21-23). It would have 
been prima facie obvious to incorporate this feature for the same reasons set forth 
above with respect to claim 15. 

40. Claims 29 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Beckstrom, et al. in view of Liao, et al. as applied to claim 27 above, further in view 
of Cheng. 

41 . As per claim 29, Beckstrom in view of Liao teaches the machine of claim 27 as 
described above. Beckstrom in view of Liao does not teach the slot includes a curved 
portion; which is taught by Cheng (col. 9, lines 21-23). It would have been prima facie 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate a 
curved slot because this is merely a combination of old elements. In the combination no 
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element serves a function otiier tlian it already did independently, and one skilled in the 
art would have recognized that the combination could be implemented through routine 
engineering producing predictable results. 

42. As per claim 30, Beckstrom in view of Liao and Cheng teaches the machine of 
claim 29 as described above. Cheng further teaches when a user controller is 
positioned within the curved portion of the slot, a face of the user controller will be 
rotated with respect to the mailing machine (col. 9, lines 21-23). It would have been 
prima facie obvious to incorporate this feature for the same reasons set forth above with 
respect to claim 29. Examiner notes that this limitation merely expresses the intended 
result of the curved slot, and that this result would be achieved through the curved slot 
taught by Cheng. Also, examiner notes that while Cheng does not explicitly refer to a 
mailing machine, this is taught in the primary reference. Liao is relied upon to 
demonstrate that curved slots are old and well known, and that it would have been 
obvious to incorporate this feature into the mailing machine taught by Beckstrom and 
Liao to arrive at the claimed invention. 



Conclusion 

43. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL P. VETTER whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-1366. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 

from Sam to 6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on (571) 272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tine status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/JOHN W HAYES/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3628 



